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Abstract

Van Dijk, one of the main representatives of critical discourse analysis, gradually formed the
unique theoretical thought of studying context from the perspective of social cognition. Based on
the study of the origin of contextual study, this study finds out the new exploration of Van Dijk's
cognitive context theory through the criticism and development of traditional context theory and
cognitive context theory. At the same time, the new ideas of cognitive context theory can explain
the problems and phenomena that the past language cannot explain, such as the uniqueness and
generality reflected by different language users in the same communication situation of discourse
production and understanding, etc.
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1. 518

VEREBIIITC, T R G 20, BRI R, A
Kb, WHHANNEL DIRRES AR, TR S Rk, MRS, ARLEE . A
Lo FHOR R, Van Dijk (UAIESLE BRI A, S MR RERT I SR SR K2 B
HUR T 1 Van Dijk S5 10 (GFIESIER: HAWRAR) (115 (A 5iEiE: 2 E s g miE
WIE) 1P RSIL S, B TR EREE, S T URIOTT RIUR. (EE R NS I
UEFE, e AREEM BT BLA POV L. TR AL DTS 2 4 FETT A MBS . Van Dijk ik
KB AR A R L R A KB ETG . A it Van Dijk HEGE I LA B A K1 SR HO it
S 15 R SR B SR 1 BN M BEATE, RN RILZE BB 2 At

2. Van Dijk NBRBEAENS =
2.1, IBEMRNTESXHNAE

BE WPCR R ML S 280, IESRRAEALBNEN, T NRk——8 O .
FLE VR IR AR 7046 T3 2 48 A% K Malinowski, AT 1923 415 1935 4F4r filF H T 1% SifhE 55
BRI, X E T 2= R R A2 T IR R . 15 5 %K Firth (1957)%% Malinowski [f1i545 EAE 5] X
TiEEY, WA RIREY AZ 5H A REHE. HRFEY LR F G- AR . 20 40 60 4E4Q
AGUIREE S IR AR Halliday 2P € 1 Firth fESEAR, JEIGSRIE S TR BRI 7y
WS 5FHIEAENERES IR YU B Z1EES 5F SR REMITEE R L EEZ 5%
Frfd I 615 7 23], Halliday Ebid S0 S0 B B0 5 8 SR s2ma, [ A o i ZE40 1 il B 5 5
B S B 78 s BT3RS S A A PR o s Atk 2 Dhfg. (22 Halliday FrX Fhis 5 AR 20 T 1
I BN AR AL [4] -

2.2. IBEMRAINTLIEN A

Koffka (1935)iA A PIFIELE: A1 A 2 W00 ) HL B 0038 380 A0 P 76 10 S 04T R iE S, =tk AN
MAFF NN T3] BEE ARG 5 iR R, ™ A0 BN AR 115 Bt 708 D159 30—
B TEE AR RE . Fillmore (1982) (FAESLEL IR AR “HEHLE — A Fngs i 77 30, 2 —Fp 5 R 5 R AR 1)
5 SAR ARG S, B85 AN OEAHSE—[4]; Sperber F1 Wilson (1986) ) JC It I\ Ayt B —
FhENAS OB A, DA RAE B U 47 T N Sk i b R 4 5 22 B = EI[5] o IX FRE B DA K6
Van Dijk FIAFIESE A 78 7= A2 7 20, BHUR)IE 5 525K Ruth Wodak (1996) 41 H 1 15 B E 15 858

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2017.53030 224 HARIES %


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2017.53030
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

R

7T, BARETE SR 7 AE, WA NIES RSN A CL R YA T AT BRI IEA S HK
REAGIEA P H MR E; HUCERMNE S BN REE; 5a 2R BRI 4l
S S T RE . AEHEAT I VY Jy T R 5 2 SN B AR B ELOCVE 6] AN [ 23 N S OB T
AT AR E L B, Wodak PR E & AR SOV sURJE T B CRWEIE— 2o thr#ie, i
Van Dijk M MAE 2R 7 35 A 52 35 1O BAA R ROR & T 5 2RI RNE SR [4]

2.3, SERRABERAEGFRSIAANLE)

JO I 5(2008) 2R G 3 M 1 RHE S I AL 2 STAL A 78 5 KO BRI AT, S th 1 R E SR AU A N R A
et R U 1) S5 A T AR A 2B, T AR A S o 17 5% A SR A i SR W S Y T
H T ISR A (context models) MRS, YCAIANEIE N TEIE St 2 0 s Ay, TERS IS 15 07 A 5 B AR i
FEF AR R T SR RIMER, A MR AL AT T RGBT 1 2B B R R E 450, OV EE AR R
HIRAPEMIE 515 S MIIREEE T R 12t

3. Van Dijk B\ EIEEEE
3.1 NI ARIERE X

RTEBIE S FHE SO L E B (2 mental model), 7E55(ke. Bl S bR)EEN, 25
FRFZI TG E M — PR 2 1 O B A B AR 2 [1]. NS R S 5 E 1, TS
LHH A ZERHFWEMER I T XL B ST — & E i, BB, mAZ —
Mt A RIARIESLE AR N EWI 5 AT 1Ry 5 3ChR SRR B HELAE S R vy, 2B (1 151
S 5EA A REA T MELRIEIE. L, Van Dijk FIARIESE LR S 5EH M), AWEHN, 3his
(FLIBA[7]. Van Dijk R RENES SIS IER, A NJuE 2RSS, 2 A
Sh e A . X BR SRS SIE T BN, FEIN, et s
(RSP R AT AR Y C X AT Wie SNk 273 2L I (Y TR e Pt RS R W RN ) AR
RIBBOREAA, IF RS 3, A ) — e 5 i sc b N i i85 20k a1 — 8

Rk, BT MAEGE BN, S 1 B AR SR A2 BL ORI A M S &K, IX T 5E = Van
Dijk LIRIFSEHF AL HR R . R # Kt Van Dijk % SR 58018 LUK S IR B L [t A
5 R AT T ELR T o
3.2 INHIBIREMA R

321 MAGIBEIBEFF(SFLBMAS LR

Van Dijk fESRT 1 5 518850 RN IFRA BAREEATIRA, 152 E Jeilid X SFL it R\ m H
R ANy, “SFL XESERIBT AT R T 1, B2y L5 [1]. £ Van Dijk &2k, 96
H7 (Firth) () 27 o K FRESSR (K SFL RIE BT 78 LA 5 90 39 10 2 i 3 D7) R 5 1A N 288 25 5 ) bk v K B 2
(Malinowski) ({15 501 7T, XK SFL AR BEHF ST RO SEAA B il A SR bE . 155G, Shpkis R 171K
BRI, PR X AR AT e, R R —E RGNS RS WA R O
JECT AREETT AR R L 2 WA TE SRR BT, T 0 28 ph T A SR P AT AN A PR ORI N R R 23 3 R0
WEANNTESEHE FCRER . Van Dijk X UbdbAT 1 #EFI R 5180 7 ARIRL M TSR EEE, fhildy, Xk &
RLET” A AT RERENR) R VAL I BTE SRR IS — MR . B WA KR, XA R
FEAETT AE RSN, TR T — M k1T 48],

1Ak, Van Dijk XF#RALIERTARE) “Haff5an” BERHESREAT THEA, M) AL pr i 32 2
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HREEm s, HESH B8 MR FEESE “IC-A0%7 ZHEEEST, JFRAERZHSFEAN
FEEMIWFTE, F AR B M T AL 2 2 DL R A 2 @ i = A5 [FIRF, Van Dijk X #isl
TR “IEEA 7 (potential) 1 “He 71”7 (competence) FIHE® X /3 F& H T H5E: A4 Ui A2 &I, TEE
e FEM[1]? BT SFL X IEBE U GRAA R AE — Loy A7 AR VE A i W AR X, R HAE St 78 b SR 2
BREE, WAEE. BB ANERINER =0 7S LOE S URe( S Thae . ABRIhRERITE I D 6e) oA
TE S E S o). NSEPRE AL S, SFL AN — M SCTER I BEAS ,  TTAN 2 B 1 1 Bl s 1 38 .
SR Van Dijk I\ SFL BB BGAF/E A ™ B ), (HIE 2 E T ENES RN R EW s, W, &
B 72 0 4 2 15 5 8 M 5 B R AN FL A VRS S 1 2 TR] A S M 2 4]

FELL E— RANHCAI Bl 2 b, nTRUE HE S R R E 2B S R i, e s
5 F 2 LT AS bRk S 1 S B AR AT R AL, fEZM i s E MR R R . SR, ARG SFL BB KON
PR Y (sentimentalism), PR A Hd 432 A 5 8 rh e S 5 i SR T 2 BUC R E S 2 1,
AL T R B H 2200 08 $52 O BRARRAIE OB A BP I — 05, Van Dijk $2 1 T 4R ARl M pis s etig, B
TR BB, AN, OB RAGR MR . OEE @M RS R R, AR
M. F—r, REAMERZ R AR, 237 5% R R R AR 2, mxrH. A,
THSENYI RN R L. FIR, EAEERE, SO S A BEE @A TS I AR S i,
AT AR AR OB S, SR, 7E ERAA I 2 Hh AR 22 S5 AR S X R AR LT A BE 5 A I [9]» b,
TEF—RE S B PIARETR T, WSS I BN AT BE AN A 1o O BRAR S N 4R 2 W0 P
TE AR RE 1 OB UAME AT DU IETE 228 I 2 2 (1 2R s, [ It 2 S 30— 5 RO s R SR 437 2,
Y ANMARTE B B2 0 VG SRR A B P BAAZ AR B R I, T DU A X S S I RROAS, I HLAT U Ak
— PR IR E R M . B, ZERMER OB ISE, HME R S MAR B, EE
WA & — Pl AMA I 25 28 H () R AL (representations) . AN 48 4 DL b 7 SAB A7 76  BGg iz, B
R KB AZ 1 —Fl
3.2.2. MREBILHMASER

PRSP TE SRS AU AR b2 P — i (b A RUE TE BT n) L, 1T B A 1 B AL i 44 R /2 Sperber
& Wilson FHCEEBS A HT I “INENELE” o MBS & O —Fh “LBIME” GRS & Tt FUE
WA IBEREEE BN, H—RIBEWE; BTGNS RS E BRI SHE R
Z AP E R HEBE R s PRI IR, R SRS AR 252 G JF N R SCIE), X Fh o e ok A2 LA S AL
M FOE T R R ER( CNANESR” ), FHL ERR R AR A 3], eRiERR A mE LS, R
SRR TR A BRiE B & AR B TR] 2 A) DL AS BT 3R SRS S BN % 42, A g SR i) O
FRAET R RS, SR 0B S RIF AR AA[10]; BE4h, Sperber & Wilson 3% 78 X 15 55 1A %0
TR R O 1 7 A 5 AR S e AL DD LA RS, BRI, 7E Van Dijk B2k, FX SCBPE T 5T 3L SR
J& TANFITEE, 12— Fidh S S AT 2 5 8]

Van Dijk 5 B 22— FioRe e 1O BB, 9 B e o AR, X BRI OGP S Sperber 1 Wilson
BT i BOAS & — [m 3, L8 SCIR T B A 20 & 10 = AN J5 T B 75 St (setting) . 2 53, 28BS HAh AT M/
i, BRAUBENTHE, 25E > vARAMEA . b, AREESESERG RO, AR5
55 2 9% Rt 2 B X AERR A AR, Bk “ BP0 7 RIEER AN SCE[1]. EIiEaz BAT
PLEE S, H RSN LA SR Van Dijk GBI TR R R e ok, fids.
SR AE T (MR BRI, B 1 “AZBRoRBtE” S, X —#& X S5iE5EMS% Y]
FHOG: IEBS A hR S 5 % 3G B E0HT S (0 R R DL RS BR 4 H AR AL AR DG, AR F I DLA TR 2 A
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OEAARITEAT . S T ISR A TIRE M 2 2 8, Van Dijk #t—5 8¢t H Dhse ity H A Se Bl B
LA S AT IR T8 o AR U, 5 1 T DA S A BRI DA R e o 52 5 T Ak 2 AT 5
B, 2L GHR R IRGE T, RPN R AR RIS A S M I — M 2B, Hrh A Z
AT PEROARIE, XA TTEA R T ARIE FE MR — DN EE R RER, RN 2 b R 40 52 A B
XA B AR TE AR SCAE R 2 AN A RUEAE R R I, toAE “ARM s ” FE B2k “Aalil” A B SR
(AT R B ) 1 3 ST AR k) o R AR FRAT T AT DA L AR S A7 AR AR B DA R0 22 S AN [ ) SCAG SRR AE
TR i A [ RS2 A0 7] — 3 5 AN R RO TR SRR 2, TR A 5 o o v 5 g R v 5t AN T 3 2 [9] o

4, B5RIE

b R, SETHE GBI 2 UL, Van Dijk RHGHET T IR 4B
BRI S SE AN, ERERE S U EER IR B0 PR SR, THARIERIEG
0 P HBAE A B P TR O B A7 155 ARG XM R 2 A ok . 30Kk, BT W Sperber &
Wilson SCIBEER 6 (], o5 BV X0 5 A M R 8 7 A R A R R PR R 1 SR
WA M, BhAS T FLA SRR B A BRI . Van Dijk iREI7ER DT R4, B
VBB S S, TS F S 7E A B VT I R WA 5 R R ORI 1, R R
VBB (LT A S KA R, IR AT B LR ORI 4R SRR IOARAE . A%, % Van Dijk
R 5238 7t 2 UK DL A0 OV 50 B R 7 DA BT 90 R TR RO R R . S B, e
T DA AL s B R o S B KB R PR, AT DA B 1 R P B S T )
I, AR 3 RIE B AR, T LU BB FCSR ST R . TR 90 AN ARV 2 R
R R BT

AR, I IO 2 AL, FATHRE AT B R . Bk, W R IR T
Van Dijk SIS A R0, FOrE 2 U RIBER IR M AT A A B I 2, A AR (1],
W, ZESHIN KSR R M , SCBRMERE, DAETE T ORI AR TR AR . M
K R, LUS BRI 7 B 0 S M 2R 2R 3K — B AT 4
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